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I. statement  
1. On March 7, 2007, San Isabel Telecom, Inc. (San Isabel or Petitioner), filed a Petition.  The Petition asked that the Commission modify the disaggregation and targeting of support that CenturyTel of Eagle, Inc., doing business as CenturyTel (CenturyTel), selected for Study Area Code No. 462185 pursuant to 47 Code of Federal Regulations § 54.315.  The filing commenced this proceeding.  

2. The Commission issued a Notice of Petition Filed that, inter alia, established an intervention period.  The following intervened:  Alltel Communications, Inc. (Alltel); Colorado Office of Consumer Counsel (OCC);
 N.E. Colorado Cellular, Inc., doing business as Viaero (Viaero); and Staff of the Commission (Staff).  

3. The Parties in this proceeding are Petitioner, Alltel, CenturyTel, OCC, Staff, and Viaero.  

4. The Commission assigned this matter to an Administrative Law Judge (ALJ).  

5. Following an evidentiary hearing, the ALJ issued Decision No. R08-0350 (Recommended Decision) in which she granted the Petition; ordered interim remedial action; and ordered CenturyTel to make an election with respect to its permanent disaggregation and targeting of support plan.  

6. CenturyTel filed exceptions to the Recommended Decision.  By Decision No. C08-0873, the Commission denied the exceptions and clarified the mechanics of calculating the disaggregation and targeting of support pursuant to the interim method ordered in the Recommended Decision.  

7. On October 15, 2008, CenturyTel filed its Notice of Election.  In that filing, CenturyTel elected to file a Path 2 disaggregation plan.  On December 10, 2008, CenturyTel filed its Path 2 Disaggregation Plan (proposed plan).  

8. By Decision No. C08-1334, the Commission established a schedule for the Parties to comment on the proposed plan.  The Commission requested comment on "whether the proposed plan is cost-based and is consistent with the orders of this Commission in this matter and the relevant rules of the [Federal Communications Commission (FCC)] and this Commission."  Id. at ¶ 6.  

9. On January 8, 2009, San Isabel filed its comments.  In that filing, San Isabel objected to the proposed plan on several grounds and stated that CenturyTel's failure to provide detailed work papers prevented (at least) San Isabel "from being able to analyze the development of costs by exchange."  San Isabel Comments at ¶ 6.  

10. By reply comments filed on January 22, 2009, CenturyTel responded that, for a number of reasons, the Commission should approve the proposed plan.  With its comments, CenturyTel filed the supplemental testimony of Ted M. Hankins
 and confidential information that may be the detailed work papers that San Isabel stated were not provided at the time the proposed plan was filed.  

11. On January 28, 2009, the Commission remanded the docket back to the ALJ for evaluation of the proposed plan to determine whether it meets the requirements set out by the FCC and the Commission (e.g., whether the results of the proposed plan are reasonably related to the costs of service at the wire center level).  The Commission directed the ALJ to schedule a hearing and to issue an order accepting or rejecting the proposed plan.
  

12. Based on her review of the filings, the ALJ also believes that an evidentiary hearing is required to determine whether the Commission should approve or reject the proposed plan.  

13. To schedule a hearing and to establish a procedural schedule in the remanded proceeding, a prehearing conference will be held on February 23, 2009.  This prehearing conference will be held by telephone, and Parties which participate must do so by telephone.  

14. The Parties must be prepared to discuss:  (a) date by which CenturyTel will file its direct testimony and exhibits in support of the proposed plan; (b) date by which each other party will file its answer testimony and exhibits; (c) date by which CenturyTel will file its rebuttal testimony and exhibits; (d) date by which each other party will file its cross-answer testimony and exhibits;
 (e) date by which each party that filed testimony and exhibits will file its corrected testimony and exhibits; (f) date by which each party will file its prehearing motions;
 (g) whether a final prehearing conference is necessary and, if it is, the date for that prehearing conference; (h) date by which the Parties will file any stipulation reached;
 (i) hearing date(s); (j) date by which each party will file its post-hearing statement of position; and (k) date by which each party will file its response to the post-hearing statement of position of another party.  

15. In addition, the Parties must be prepared to discuss any matters pertaining to discovery if the procedures and time frames contained in Rule 4 Code of Colorado Regulations 723-1-1405 are not sufficient.  

16. Finally, a party may raise any additional issue.  

17. The undersigned ALJ expects the Parties to come to the prehearing conference with proposed dates for the procedural schedule.  The Parties must consult prior to the prehearing conference with respect to the listed matters and are encouraged to present, if possible, a procedural schedule and hearing dates that are satisfactory to all Parties.  

II. ORDER  
A. It Is Ordered That:  
1. A prehearing conference in this matter is scheduled as follows:  

DATE:
February 23, 2009  

TIME:
1:00 p.m.  

PLACE:
Office of Administrative Law Judge Jennings-Fader 

1560 Broadway, Suite 250 

Denver, Colorado  

2. Parties shall participate by telephone and not by appearance at the Commission.  To participate, a Party must call 303.869.0599.  This number will connect the caller directly to the prehearing conference.  The conference call will be established approximately five minutes before the scheduled start of the prehearing conference.  

3. At the prehearing conference, the Parties shall be prepared to discuss the matters set out above.

4. This Order is effective immediately.  
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�  The OCC stated that it intended to monitor this proceeding, that it did not anticipate filing testimony, and that it reserved all its rights as a party.  


�  This testimony describes the cost assignment and allocation method used to develop the proposed plan, addresses the issues identified by the Commission, and responds to San Isabel's comments.  


�  The remand was ordered at the Commission Weekly Meeting.  A written Order will issue.  


�  Cross-answer testimony and exhibits may respond only to the answer testimony and exhibits filed by an intervenor.  


� This date must be at least seven days before the final prehearing conference or, if there is no final prehearing conference, at least ten days before commencement of the hearing.  


�  This date must be at least two business days before the first day of hearing.  
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